
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D .C . 
PUBLIC HEARINGS - March 17 and 

A p r i l  14 ,  1971 

Appeal No. 10706 Edward Mernone, a p p e l l a n t .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATQR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, a p p e l l e e .  

On motion du ly  made, seconded and c a r r i e d  w i t h  W i l l i a m  
S .  Harps d i s s e n t i n g ,  t h e  fo l l owing  Order of t h e  Board was e n t e r e d  
a t  t h e  meetings of March 23 and Apr i l  20,  1971. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - May 26, 1971 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  a p p e a l  f o r  permiss ion  t o  e r e c t  o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  w i th  
roof  s t r u c t u r e s  i n  accordance w i th  S e c t i o n  3308 and f o r  r e d u c t i o n  
of pa rk ing  by 25% a t  s o u t h s i d e  of V S t r e e t  between F i r s t  and 
Second S t r e e t s ,  SW., l o t s  818-820,822,830, Square 613, be g ran t ed .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  a n  M D i s t r i c t .  

2 .  The p rope r ty  i s  c u r r e n t l y  a group of unimproved l o t s .  

3 .  The a p p e l l a n t  proposes  t o  e r e c t  a n  e i g h t  ( 8 )  s t o r y  o f f i c e  
b u i l d i n g  wi th  a 25% r e d u c t i o n  i n  park ing  o r  i n  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  
a t t e n d a n t  park ing .  

4. The a r e a  of t h e  l o t s  is  115,478.82 squa re  f e e t  and t h e  
area of t h e  proposed b u i l d i n g  w i l l  be 92,752 squa re  f e e t .  The 
t o t a l  area of t h e  roof  s t r u c t u r e  i s  42,727 square  f e e t  t h e  FAR 
of t h e  b u i l d i n g  wi thout  roof  s t r u c t u r e  i s  6.0 and t he  FAR of t h e  
roof s t r u c t u r e  i s  0.37. 

5 .  The penthouse w i l l  house mechanical  equipment, s ta i r s  
and e l e v a t o r  machines. 

6 .  The m a t e r i a l  and c o l o r  of t h e  s t reet  f acade  of t h e  b u i l d i n g  
w i l l  be p o r c e l a i n  enamel i n s u l a t e d  p a n e l  i n  bronze.  The material 
and c o l o r  of t h e  roof  s t r u c t u r e  w i l l  be t h e  same as t h e  s t r e e t  
f acade .  (See E x h i b i t  No. 4 ) .  
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7 .  This  appea l  was f i l e d  and heard under p l an  by John A .  
d lEpagn ie r ,  A r c h i t e c t ,  drawings 1 , 7 ,  and 8 ,  da t ed  February 2, 
1971 ,  approved as noted by Howard H .  Mackey, member of t h e  Board 
da t ed  A p r i l  1, 1971.  

8.  The Board i n  execu t ive  s e s s i o n  March 23, 1971, denied 
t h e  a p p e l l a n t ' s  r e q u e s t  f o r  a 25% r e d u c t i o n  i n  parking.  The 
a p p e l l a n t  appeared a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing  on A p r i l  1 4 ,  1 9 7 1  and 
reques ted  t h a t  t h e  Board g r a n t  them a t t e n d a n t  parking.  

9 .  The a p p e l l a n t  appeared a t  t h e  May 12 ,  1971 p u b l i c  hea r ing  
and submit ted r e v i s e d  p lans  showing a t t e n d a n t  park ing  f o r  1,028 
spaces  i n  l i e u  of 1,294 spaces .  

10.  No oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appea l  was r e g i s -  
t e r e d  a t  t h e  pub1 hea r ing .  

OPINION : 

We deny t h e  r e q u e s t  f o r  a r e d u c t i o n  i n  o f f - s t r e e t  parking 
spaces .  The r e q u e s t  f o r  a t t e n d a n t  parking i s  g ran ted .  We are 
of t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h e  p rov i s ions  of t h e  parking r e q u i r e d  by t h e  
r e g u l a t i o n s  w i l l  be necessary  t o  serve t h e  u s e s  t o  be made of t h e  
proposed o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  and t h a t  t h e  r eques t ed  r e l i e f  can be 
gran ted  without  de t r iment  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good and without  substan-  
t i a l l y  impai r ing  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose,  and i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone 
p l an .  The proposed a t t e n d a n t  park ing  w i l l  i n  f a c t  promote t h e  
p u b l i c  i n t e r e s t  i n  p rov id ing  on - s i t e  park ing  and re l ieve  conges t ion  
caused by t h e  i n f l u x  of l a r g e  numbers of automobi les .  

The Board concludes t h a t  t h e  roof  s t r u c t u r e s  of t h i s  proposed 
o f f i c e  b u i l d i n g  w i l l  harmonize w i th  t h e  s t r e e t  f r o n t a g e  of t h e  
b u i l d i n g  i n  a r c h i t e c t u r a l  c h a r a c t e r ,  material and c o l o r .  The roof  
s t r u c t u r e s  are i n  harmony with  t h e  purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning 
Regula t ions  and w i l l  no t  t end  t o  a f f e c t  adve r se ly  t h e  use  of 
nearby and a d j o i n i n g  p rope r ty .  

BY ORDER OF THE D . C .  BOARD OF Z O N I N G  ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 
By: 

PATRICK E .  KELLY, Sec re t a ry  of t h e  Board 

THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS ONLY 
UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY PERMIT I S  FILED WITH 
THE DIRECTOR OF INSPECTIONS WITHIN A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS. 


